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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application, as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-26 are currently pending. Claims 1-16 and 22-26 have been amended by the 
present amendment. The changes to the claims are supported by the originally filed 
specification and do not add new matter. 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 1 and 6-23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) as unpatentable over Alsop et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,795,829, hereinafter Alsop) in 
view of Wang et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,668,376, hereinafter Wang ), and further in view of 
Thorne (U.S. Patent No. 5,832,191); Claims 2-5 and 24-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as unpatentable over Alsop , Wang, and Thorpe in view of Richman et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,003,097, hereinafter Richman ). 

Initially, Applicants note that Wang is not prior art under 35 U.S.C. §102(b). Wang 
issued as a patent on December 23, 2003. The filing date of the present Application is July 
February 11, 2002. Thus, Wang was not published more than one year prior to the filing date 
of the present application. Furthermore, Wang is not prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a), as 
Wang was not subject to pre-grant publication. However, Wang is, on its face, prior art under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e), and the outstanding grounds of rejection are treated as such. 

As Wang is § 102(e) art on its face, the obviousness rejection based on Wang is 
deficient under 35 U.S.C. § 103(c), as explained below. 

Applicants submit that the present Application and the Wang reference were, at the 
time the invention was made, owned by, or subject to an obligation of Assignment to Ricoh 
Company, Limited. Further, the inventive entity of the present application is different than 
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the inventive entity of Wang . Accordingly, application of the Wang reference in any 



Applicants respectfully submit the rejection of Claims 1-26 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as unpatentable over, in part, Wang is traversed as Wang may not be applied as a basis for 
supporting a prima facie case of obviousness as outlined by 35 U.S.C. §103(c). 

Consequently, in light of the above discussion and in view of the present amendment, 
the present application is believed to be in condition for allowance and an early and favorable 
action to that effect is respectfully requested. 



obviousness rejection against the present claims is improper. 
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1 Applicants note the effective filing date of the present Application is after November 29, 1999, therefore 
bringing the present Application under the current guidelines for 35 U.S.C. § 103(c) for excluding 102(e) art. 
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